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- hnd answers read like an |
. AFTER MORE than two, F'BI press releasc. with the |’
j?1’011th_s of _sxlence on thei\[“BI, ¢port on the assassi-i
inounting evidence-that Lee hatiop barved from release |
Harvey Oswald was con- ko {he public until the.
mecled with a U.S. under- Warjen Commission which *
cover agency, the FBI ac-vhas [it, decides to do so, i
;cgrdmg to the New York “Burehu “spokesmen”  have !
/Times, has denied that the been peeting dope stories to
Ih'u‘ﬂ charged with ~killing ‘hewsften that Lee Oswald !
President Kennedy was on; hlond was the killer, and had-.
xt% payroll. ‘; no- iwelation to Jack Ruby ‘
The denial did not come who killed Ogwald.
:ﬁom the FBI-officially, but. \' Mugh of the Langguth picce is
’ m ‘a dispatch to the Sunday, :h rehjsh of the ma:orial already !
quIX. 26 Times from Dallas; ’le'ﬂ‘.lf? by the FBI ard Dallas.|
. iin which Jack Langguth, the | polid — material that has not,
) *‘wrreqpondent who- has been i]:as Jangzuth concedes, pmVed
4
n <3 _satufactory ‘public, answers,”
3 thi Story talf‘es two col- and, wr‘ might ‘add, they have
mns to answer “12 perplex— {:in £]:t provoked new nuestions,
'mp' questlons about the .,usp(\on and. dgistrust,
a‘ﬁd%blndtlon, \ Lamgruth  doces not tell whoi]
¢ K v:|-the FBIL *spokcsman” was, - I3
4 Queqtlon No. 1: “Has OS- 1 wks i{ J. Edgar Hoover, some-
wald 'served at some perxod J one fn the Washington office, or(|;
fas a paid informer for the | s6mq local official in Dallas whoj
{Federal Burcau of Investiga- | [ Socsp’t think Oswald was on the
tion?” L th lies: . <1 FRI payroll?
: ¢ Langgutn reples: - Tije. FBYs tight - s\ecret ma-
;. “A spokesman for that | chinfry is such that only thei
.agency denied {oday that' ‘;‘Ll;‘l‘]?éy““%‘::i‘fﬁ;’ TR Waicry
-Oswald was at any time em-.} “undqr his or another name, __was"
ployed’by the Bureau in that lior-hhd been in its, service. . Lok

”‘;the FBI,

| Felegram,

e was NOT on the FBI p.nymll
e charge in the newspaprs.
ud magazings ibat the Now
rérk Times iefers to. Including
ne Times dispatch out of Dalias,
suggested that Oswald may have
cen wilh the FBI, the Central
ntelligence Agency, the “Slate .
cpartment" (as a Times story :
ggested) ‘or with one of the
actionary Cuban emigre groups
which Oswald made

| The Warren Commission has
sked all U.S. departments to;
eck their files for any conned- {
on with Oswald. Perhaps —:
nd it is a blg perhaps — the
arren probe will enlighten the
cople on that score.
But Richard Starnes, the col-r
munist, writing in the World- "
Dec. 3, under title:
Truth Won't Out,” said that ho
id not recall, in his years of .
xperience as a reporter, uny.
mstance when a government
}:}\;ency would reveal any lnfor-
tion against -itself, ¢
“4Will the presence - on the™
banel (Warren Commission) of .

A llen  Dulles, . erstwhile head-; |
hhaster of the Central Intelh-1
ence Agency, assure us that the’
lruth - of .Oswald’s sojourn in’ thev
oviet TUnion will ever bo
nown?” asked Starnes. .
“The Russians suggest they

’ ‘kuspected him of being a 'spy.!

[Can any rvealistic, person beheve‘
‘bny tentacle of the  nation '8
 klephantine espionage appamtus,
fwill -own  up*. to. ever’ having’
.Oawald on *its payroll?

L MIt's not in the rature of
[bureaucracies - to destroy their
carefully / nurtured fables of
-omniscience It would ‘be well

qto; bear in 1 ind, and 10, remems;

‘capacity.”
: Langguth noted that
““newspaper and magazine’
-articles have spocula&ed that’]
Oswald was. in the service of?;
Jinfiltrating leftist.
.organizations at.its request,’s:
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